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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Final Office Action on the merits. The Amendment/Remarks 
received on June 17, 2008, have been entered. Claims 4, 8, 16, & 24 have been 
amended. Claims 1-24 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rowland et al. (U.S. 2006/0004595), and further in view of Dunn & Bradstreet, Inc., 
Small Business Solutions, Sample Flower Company, April 27, 2002 ("D&B"). 

As per claim 1, Rowland et al. teaches a system for providing access to detailed 
payment experience, comprising: 

at least one processor (See figure 3, which illustrates a processor) for capturing 
detailed trade data from a plurality of sources (See paragraph 40, which discusses 
collecting trade data from millions of businesses worldwide), calculating a plurality of 
summarized variables (See paragraph 83, which discusses determining variables) and 
a manner of payment (See paragraph 42, which discusses how a company is paying 
vendors, bank loans, and other financial obligations) and a high credit amount based on 
said detailed trade data (See paragraphs 79 & 82, which discusses predicting credit 
scores and credit risk); and 



Application/Control Number: 10/788,679 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3691 

at least one storage device for storing and providing access to said detailed trade 
data, said plurality of summarized variables, and said plurality of scores (See figure 3, 
which illustrates memory). 

However, Rowland et al. does not expressly disclose calculating a plurality of 
scores using said summarized variables, and providing a report using said detailed 
trade data, said plurality of summarized variables, and said plurality of scores. 

D&B discloses a comprehensive report tracking key business changes (See pg. 

1) 

Both Rowland et al. and D&B disclose methods of colleting and analyzing 
business data. D&B discloses calculating scores using variables & trade data and 
disclosing the calculations in a report (See D&B, which illustrates and discusses 
calculated credit scores and payment analysis). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rowland 
et al. to include providing a report disclosing calculated scores using variables and trade 
data as taught by D&B in order to combine the known features of analyzing business 
data and providing documentation to achieve the predictable result of providing 
documentation of trade data and credit risk. 

As per claim 2, Rowland et al. does not disclose wherein said plurality of 
summarized variables is computed for a time period selected from [the] group consisting 
of : 3-months, 6-months, and 9-months. 

D&B discloses payment trends at 3, 6, & 9 months (See D&B, which illustrates 
and discusses computing variables at 3, 6, & 9 months). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Rowland et al. to include computing variables at 3, 6, & 9 months as taught by D&B in 
order to combine the known features of analyzing business data and pre-determined 
time periods to achieve the predictable result of providing documentation of analyzed 
trade data and credit risk ever three months. 

As per claim 3, Rowland et al. does not disclose wherein the manner of 
payments and said high credit amount are calculated for a 24-month period. 

D&B discloses determining high credit and payments for a two year period (See 
D&B, which illustrates and discusses determining payments and high credit amount 
over a pre-determined time period). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rowland et al. to 
include calculating payment trends and credit risk over a two year period as taught by 
D&B in order to combine the known features of analyzing business data and pre- 
determined time periods to achieve the predictable result of providing documentation of 
analyzed trade data and credit risk for a two year period. 

As per claim 4, Rowland et al. does not disclose wherein said plurality of scores 
is calculated for a time period selected from the group consisting of: 3-months, 6- 
months, 9-months, 12-months, and 16-months. 

D&B discloses payment trends at 3, 6, 9, 12, & 16 months (See D&B, which 
illustrates and discusses computing scores at 3, 6, 9, 12, & 16 months). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Rowland et al. to include computing scores at 3, 6, 9, 12, & 16 months 
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as taught by D&B in order to combine the known features of analyzing business data 
and pre-determined time periods to achieve the predictable result of providing 
documentation of analyzed trade data and credit risk ever three months. 

As per claim 5, Rowland et al. teaches a system for providing access to detailed 
payment experience, comprising: 

a data acquisition component capturing detailed trade from a plurality of sources 
(See figure 2, and paragraph 40, which illustrates and discusses collecting trade data 
from millions of businesses worldwide); 

a data calculator for calculating a plurality of summarized variables and a manner 
of payment and a high credit amount based on said detailed trade data (See figures 2 & 
3, and paragraphs 42, 79, 82, & 83, which illustrates and discusses how a company 
pays vendors, bank loans, and other financial obligations, predicting credit scores and 
credit risk, and determining variables); and 

at least one storage device for storing and providing access to said detailed trade 
data, said plurality of summarized variables, and said plurality of scores (See figure 3, 
which illustrates memory). 

However, Rowland et al. does not disclose: 

a data synthesizer for calculating a plurality of score using said summarized 
variables; and 

a reporter for providing a report using said detailed trade data, said plurality of 
summarized variables and said plurality of scores. 
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D&B discloses calculating scores using variables & trade data and disclosing the 
calculations in a report (See D&B, which illustrates and discusses calculated credit 
scores and payment analysis). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rowland et al. to 
include providing a report disclosing calculated scores using variables and trade data as 
taught by D&B in order to combine the known features of analyzing business data and 
providing documentation to achieve the predictable result of providing documentation of 
trade data and credit risk. 

Claims 6-8 recite equivalent limitations to claims 2-4, respectively, and are 
therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth above. 

As per claim 9, Rowland et al. teaches a data quality component for modifying 
data in said plurality of storage devices based on quality criteria (See figures 2 & 4, 
which illustrates quality assurance in the contexts of data integration). 

As per claim 10, Rowland et al. does not disclose wherein said plurality of 
scores comprises an industry-specific score and a credit-range-specific score. 

D&B discloses industry specific scores and credit scores (See D&B, which 
illustrates and discusses credit score summaries, credit score norms-including region 
and industry). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Rowland et al. to include industry specific 
scores and credit scores as taught by D&B in order to combine the known features of 
analyzing business data and credit evaluations to achieve the predictable result of 
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providing documentation of trade data and credit risk in relation to a specific region or 
industry. 

As per claim 11, Rowland et al. teaches wherein said storage device is at least 
one selected from the group consisting of: a detailed trade data warehouse, a product 
trade data mart, and an analytical trade data mart (See paragraph 32, which discusses 
how memory stores an operating system program, data integration program, and data 
(i.e. trade data)). 

As per claim 12, Rowland et al. does not disclose wherein said report comprises 
data selected from the group consisting of: a summary, a dollar-weighted indicator of 
payment performance, a trend analysis, payment experiences and any combination 
thereof. 

D&B discloses a report that includes summaries, payment trends based on dollar 
weighted trade, and payment experience (See D&B, which illustrates and discusses 
summaries of credit scores and payment habits, and payment trends in terms of dollar 
weighted trade). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Rowland et al. to include reports 
comprising of summaries, trend analysis and payment experience as taught by D&B in 
order to combine the known features of analyzing business data and forms of 
documentation to achieve the predictable result of providing documentation of trade 
data and credit in various forms. 

As per claim 13, Rowland et al. teaches a method for providing access to 
detailed payment experience, comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/788,679 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3691 

capturing detailed trade from a plurality of sources (See figure 2, and paragraph 
40, which illustrates and discusses collecting trade data from millions of businesses 
worldwide); 

calculating a plurality of summarized variables and a manner of payment and a 
high credit amount based on said detailed trade data (See figures 2 & 3, and 
paragraphs 42, 79, 82, & 83, which illustrates and discusses how a company pays 
vendors, bank loans, and other financial obligations, predicting credit scores and credit 
risk, and determining variables); and 

storing and providing access to said detailed trade data, said plurality of 
summarized variables, and said plurality of scores (See figure 3 and paragraph 32, 
which illustrates and discusses memory that stores an operating system program, data 
integration program, and data). 

However, Rowland et al. does not disclose: 

calculating a plurality of score using said summarized variables; and 

providing a report using said detailed trade data, said plurality of summarized 
variables and said plurality of scores. 

D&B discloses calculating scores using variables & trade data and disclosing the 
calculations in a report (See D&B, which illustrates and discusses calculated credit 
scores and payment analysis). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rowland et al. to 
include providing a report disclosing calculated scores using variables and trade data as 
taught by D&B in order to combine the known features of analyzing business data and 
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providing documentation to achieve the predictable result of providing documentation of 
trade data and credit risk. 

Claims 14-16 recite equivalent limitations to claims 2-4, respectively, and are 
therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth above. 

Claims 17-20 recite equivalent limitations to claims 9-12, respectively, and are 
therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth above. 

As per claim 21, Rowland et al. teaches a computer-readable medium having 
executable instructions stored thereon to perform a method for providing access to 
detailed payment experience (See figure 3, which illustrates a computer system 
configuration, including memory capable of storing programs), said method comprising: 

capturing detailed trade from a plurality of sources (See figure 2, and paragraph 
40, which illustrates and discusses collecting trade data from millions of businesses 
worldwide); 

calculating a plurality of summarized variables and a manner of payment and a 
high credit amount based on said detailed trade data (See figures @ & 3, and 
paragraphs 42, 79, 82, & 83, which illustrates and discusses how a company pays 
vendors, bank loans, and other financial obligations, predicting credit scores and credit 
risk, and determining variables); and 

storing and providing access to said detailed trade data, said plurality of 
summarized variables, and said plurality of scores (See figure 3 and paragraph 32, 
which illustrates and discusses memory that stores an operating system program, data 
integration program, and data). 
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However, Rowland et al. does not disclose: 

calculating a plurality of score using said summarized variables; and 

providing a report using said detailed trade data, said plurality of summarized 
variables and said plurality of scores. 

D&B discloses calculating scores using variables & trade data and disclosing the 
calculations in a report (See D&B, which illustrates and discusses calculated credit 
scores and payment analysis). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rowland et al. to 
include providing a report disclosing calculated scores using variables and trade data as 
taught by D&B in order to combine the known features of analyzing business data and 
providing documentation to achieve the predictable result of providing documentation of 
trade data and credit risk. 

Claims 22-24 recite equivalent limitations to claims 2-4, respectively, and are 
therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth above. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments, see pg. 6 of the Remarks, filed June 1 7, 2008, with 
respect to the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, rejection of claims 2, 6, 14, & 22 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, rejection of claims 2, 6, 14, & 22 has been withdrawn. 

5. The Examiner notes Applicant's response to the 37 C.F. R. 1 .1 05 Requirement 
for Information. The reply is bona fide, but incomplete. While Applicant has asserted 
that the Applicants (including the inventors) believe no such requested information 



Application/Control Number: 10/788,679 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 3691 

exists, 37 C.F.R. 1.105 applies to the assignee as well. Applicant has made no 
statement regarding the assignee, Dunn & Bradstreet, Inc., with respect to the 
requested material. 

Therefore, a complete response to this Office Action requires a full response to 
the 37 C.F.R. 1 .105 Requirement for Information presented in the February 14, 2008, 
non-final Office Action. Failure to fully reply to this Requirement for Information in 
the response to this Office Action will result in a holding of ABANDONMENT . 

6. Applicant's arguments filed June 17, 2008, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In the Remarks, Applicant argues in substance that: 

(a) The Rowland et al. publication is not a valid reference against the claims of 
the present application. 
In response to (a): 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner agrees with Applicant's 
assertion that the Rowland et al. publication (U.S. 2006/0004595) is a publication of 
U.S. Patent Application No. 1 1/1 37,821 , which was filed on May 25, 2005. However, 
Rowland et al. claims priority as a continuation-in-part to the Stoker et al. publication 
(U.S. 2004/0162742), which was filed on February 18, 2003. Stoker et al. contains 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, support for the disclosures in Rowland et al. cited by 
Examiner in the first, non-final Office Action. Furthermore, according to USPTO 
records, Rowland et al. is not commonly assigned to Dunn & Bradstreet, Inc. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL R. ZECHER whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3032. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 alt. Fridays 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-6771 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Alexander Kalinowski/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3691 

/Michael R. Zecher/ 
Art Unit #3691 



